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S50\ Montana Fish,
RSE7, ' Wildlife R Paris

1420 E 6th Ave, PO Box 200701 Helena, MT 59620-0701
(406) 444-1267

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST

PART |. Purpose of and Need for Action

1. Project Title: Western Montana Fish & Game Association (WMFGA»&ing Range
Enhancement Project.

2. Type of Proposed ActionRange Improvemernts (1) Repair safety berms, increase berm

heights and improve roads; (2) replace the existogh boundary fence with a 6ft chainlink
fence; (3) construct a 960 square foot buildingcWhwill contain bathroom facilities and a

meeting room at the west end of the range.

3. Location Affected by Proposed Action:

WMFGA owns and operates the Deer Creek Shootinge€€DCSC), located in the Hellgate
Canyon between East Missoula and Bonner (Map 3h@iN % of section 19 and the NW Y4 of
section 20, T13, N, R18W, P.M.M. The property, ragpmately 80 acres, sits on the south side
of the railroad track between the Clarkfork Rivedd@eer Creek Road (Maps 1-4). The site
rests along the north slope of Mount Sentinel 08@ ft high mountain that serves as the primary
impact area for the entire facility. The west efithe DCSC borders the City of Missoula’s Kim
Williams riverside recreational trail that parafi¢he Clark Fork river and dead ends into the
Montana Rail Link railroad tracks and DCSC prop€8ge Map 4 C&D).



Western Montana Fi sh & Gane Associ ati on

4. Agency Authority for the Proposed Action:MCA87-1-276 through 87-1-279 (Legislative
established policies and procedures for the estabkent and improvement of shooting ranges)
MCAB87-2-105 (Departmental authority to expend futaprovide training in the safe handling

and use of firearms and safe hunting practices)

5. Need for the Action(s):

The side berms of the 100, 200, and 300 meter stgpbays are in need of repair as soil has
slumped and settled in places and fill is requicethcrease berm height. Repair of these areas
will help reduce the chance of rounds escapinghtio®ting bays. The existing roads need to be

graded, regraveled, and rolled to improve safeti/aotessibility.

Construction of a six-foot tall chain link fenceag the northern boundary of the property will
provide security for the range and for the publ@urrently recreational traffic using the Kim
Williams riverside trail either turn around at t&st end of this trail or continue onto Montana
Rail Link and/or DCSC property to reach Deer Cramdd (Map 4). This route is a popular
biking trail promoted bylountain Bike Missoula and is part of th&larshall Canyon -Woods

Gulch Loop. WMFGA has put up signs for years all along thesindary warning travelers that
the property belongs to WMFGA, that the propertysed for a shooting range, and that
trespassing is strictly forbidden. The WMFGA hhgays maintained a barbed wire field fence
to demark the property line and to discourage assphowever, this field fence has proven
insufficient and is often cut or people simply diiraver or through the fence. Some of the
trespassers in the past have been youth who camgpeerious safety concern because of a lack
of understand about shooting and shooting ran@esspassers are typically not familiar with the
DCSC Range Rules and the areas of the DCSC thabasafe for travel. Also the addition of a
new development to east of the range may incréasarhount of human traffic using this route

(see Map 4).
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Construction of bathrooms at the west end of tlo@gnty will accommodate shooters using this

area of the range, and who currently have to trapptoximately 1200 yards to access existing
bathroom facilities. Also the addition of an inda@tassroom will provide more opportunities for

educational events (see Map 5).

6. Objectives for the Action(s): All projects expand range use and accessibihtyprove

available facilities, and/ or improve safety, séguand human health.
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Map 2, Land Survey
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Map 3, Aerial Photo of the Deer Creek Shooting Complex identified by ta DCSC lettering
on the photo.
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A. Indicates the east most end of the proposesegfirity fence;

B. Indicates the west most end of the proposedggdence and the black line is where the
proposed 6’ security fence will run approximatelyQD feet along the north boundary of
the DCSC property from the entrance of the rangPear Creek road westward to the
archery shooting bay;

C. The point where the Kim Williams riverside reatienal trail dead ends into the DCSR &
MT Rail Link property;

D. The arrow points to the MT Rail Link propertyattparallels the northern boundary of
DCSC;

E. Proposed development.
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Map 5. Site of new building.

8. Project Size: estimate the number of acres thatould be directly affected:
All work will occur within the boundaries of the [3C.

9. Affected Environment (A brief description of theaffected area of the proposed project):
The project is on an existing shooting range iaradted area of predominantly new growth Ponderosa
Pine. There are no year round flowing streamgation ditches or ponds on the site. No delineated
wetlands; however, there exists a low depressiomemproperty that due to seasonal run-off sometime
collects water in the spring but dries up in theasier months. A 200BI1CS Environmental Inc.
investigation determined that the site did not neeigria that would qualify the area as a Jurisoial

wetland regulated by the US Army Corps of Engineers
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10. Description of Project:

Project 1 - Repair safety berms, increase bermhkemnd dress road3his project proposes to
repair safety berms that have settled, increasbdiyht of critical shooting bay side berms, and
grade, regravel, and roll all internal roads andedvays at the DCSC. The primary focus of the
berm reconstruction will be the safety berms betwsgys 100-B and 300-A, 300-A and 300-B,
and between 300-B and 100-C (both sides of bothya@® ranges. The project will fill sSlumped
areas in existing berms, and raise all berms 2Zifidatight. This will require approximately
1,000 linear yards of berm work, and a calculat®d ® cubic yards of fill material to rebuild
these berms. Some fill material will come from timpact areas of these shooting bays, and
some fine material will be cut from the floors bétbays to avoid distance hauling and to
provide fine material to dress berm surfaces. Sontlee material cut from the bays floor will be

replaced with broken rock from the bay impact areas

Project 2 - Replace North Boundary fence (MapRgmove the existing barbed wire field fence
and construct a six foot tall chain link fence.isTfence will extend from the DCSC'’s entrance
gate at the east end of the property to the emidechrchery bay and will dogleg to the south (see
map 4 A&B). The entire length of the fence is apgmately 4500 feet. The WMFGA will

remove and dispose of the old fence, and cledetiee line using volunteer labor.

Project 3- Install Bathrooms and Construct MeeRogpm (see Map 5).

WMFGA plans to construct a single building with haben and women's handicap accessible
bathrooms and a utility room. In addition, thelthug will enclose a 24-foot square
multipurpose room that will serve as a meeting rpolassroom and event organization center.
There site already includes a leveled and compaaddf crushed rock; a well with pump,
controls, and water lines; and a septic tank has bestalled. A road and electricity has also
been installed.

In Accordance with contracts agreements with Rrghdlife & Parks, all projects are to be
completed by June 30, 2009.
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11. List any Other Local, State, or Federal Agencthat has Overlapping or Additional
Jurisdiction:

None

@) Permits, Licenses and/or Authorizations:

Agency Name Permit Dated7itt
MT Dept of Environmental Quality Septic

MT Dept of Labor Electrical

Funding:

Agency Name Funding Anto
Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks $103,457

(Does not include a 50/50 match from the Westermtsioa Fish & Game Association
(WMFGA).

12. Affiliations, Cooperating Agencies, User Groupand/or Supporting Groups: FWP-
Hunter Education Program, Missoula Police Departyptee Hunter Education Program, the
ROTC of the U of M

13. History of the Planning and Scoping Process, drAny Public Involvement: The

Western Montana Fish and Game Association (WMFG) dmeeting of its Board of Directors
on the first Thursday of each month in the confeeeroom of the Region 2 FWP headquarters
and an Annual Meeting on the first Thursday in dqapwf each year. All of these meetings are
open to the public. Our 1,500 members are spadifimvited. It is not unusual for us to have
non-member visitors to these meetings. The prapsseurity fence project was discussed at the
Annual Meeting in 2008 and probably at every Baafr®irectors meeting for the past two years.
The project has been announced in newsletteretdWMFGA membership on more than one
occasion. Although we have not sought communitylipitly for this proposed project (e.g., on
television or in the newspapers), the Board of @oks has been very open about our intentions.
In addition, the Board of Directors have solicifgtticipation from about a dozen or more local

contractors.
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14. List of Agencies Consulted/Contacted During Pparation of the EA:

Montana Fish, Wildlife & Parks
Missoula City Parks

15. Names, Address and Phone Number of Project Spsor:

Mr. Jim McDonald, WMFGA

PO Box 4227

Missoula, MT 59806

406-370-2500

16. Other Pertinent Information:

Shooting range applications require the particigagdverning body to approve by resolution its
submission of applications for shooting range-fagdassistance. Resolution Date: April 24,

2008.

10
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PART Il. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW

Abbreviated Checklist — The degree and intensity dermines extent of Environmental Review. An
abbreviated checklist may be used for those projestthat are not complex, controversial, or are notn
environmental sensitive areas)

Table 1. Potential impact on physical environment.

Comments Below

Will the proposed action resul Potentially Can Be
in potential impacts to: Unknow | Significant Minor None | Mitigated
n
1. Unique, endangered, X

fragile, or limited
environmental resources

2. Terrestrial or aquatic X X X
life and/or habitats

3. Introduction of new X
species into an area

4. Vegetation cover, X
guantity & quality

5. Water quality, quantity| X X
& distribution (surface or
groundwater)

6. Existing water right or X
reservation

7. Geology & soil X
quality, stability &
moisture

8. Air quality or X
objectionable odors

9. Historical & X
archaeological sites

10. Demands on X
environmental resources
of land, water, air &
energy

11. Aesthetics X

Comments(A description of potentially significant, or unkwa, impacts and potential alternatives for
mitigation must be provided.)

11
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2. There are no live streams, irrigation ditcleegponds on the site. There exists a low area epitbperty
that due to seasonal run-off sometimes collectematthe spring but dries up in the summer month2003
MCS Environmental Inc. investigated the area andrdened that the site did not meet criteria that tvould
gualify the area as a Jurisdictional wetland retgaldoy the US Army Corps of Engineers.

The six-foot chain link security fence may change ihovement of local wildlife which could causearrand
wildlife conflicts; however the east, west, andtbeun boundaries of the property will not be fenagith 6’
chain-link and should allow for continued wildlileovement.

11. WMFGA has conducted extensive sound testiretermine noise levels and found them to be of
satisfactory levels.

12
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Table 2. Potential impacts on human environment.

Will the proposed action Potentially Can Be Comments
result in potential impacts | Unknown | Significant Minor None Mitigated Below

to:

1. Social structures and X

cultural diversity

2. Changes in existing X
public benefits provided by
wildlife populations and/or
habitat

3. Local and state tax base X
and tax revenue

4. Agricultural production X

5. Human health X X
6. Quantity & distribution X

of community & personal

income

7. Access to & quality of X X

recreational activities

8. Locally adopted X
environmental plans &
goals (ordinances)

9. Distribution & density of X
population and housing

10. Demands for X
government services

11. Industrial and/or X
commercial activity

Comments(A description of potentially significant, or unka, impacts and potential alternatives for
mitigation must be provided.)

5. Range site plans; construction and the ongoingadip@al and maintenance plans meet the
standards of safety for range participants angbtidic at large. The 6 ‘ security fence project is
designed to safely separate the public that useKith Williams hiking trail from trespassing into

an active firing range. The fence will be postad aafety plans and user guidelines are in evidence

throughout the range complex.

13
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7. Range will provide year round access and handichppeessibility. Cooperating organizations

are aware of the improved range options and WMF@g\ahistory of cooperation with hunter

education classes, Missoula city police departmémtf M ROTC and other shooting groups.

Part Ill. Environmental Consequences

Does the proposed action involve potential risks ardverse effects, which are uncertain but

extremely harmful if they were to occur? NO

Does the proposed action have impacts that are inddually minor, but cumulatively significant or
potentially significant? This proposed action has no impacts that aligigually minor, but

cumulatively significant or potentially significar@umulative impacts have been assessed considerning
incremental impact of the proposed action when #reycombined with other past, present, and reagpna
foreseeable future actions, and no significant ictgpar substantially controversial issues were doun
There are no extreme hazards created with thiggrand there are no conflicts with the substantive

requirements of any local, state, or federal lagutation, standard or formal plan.

Identification of the Preferred Alternatives:
The proposed alternative A, alternative B andnihi@ction alternative were considered.

* Alternative A (Proposed Alternative) is as described in paragraph (#10 Descriptidaroject).
An overall range safety improvement project thablaes construction of a security fence, impact

berms repair, addition of a classroom building haddicap assessable bathrooms.

* Alternative B (No Action Alternative) Montana Fish, Wildlife and Parks Shooting Range
Development Grant money would be denied and theeaiiéremain as an active shooting range

without proposed expansion and improvements.

Description and analysis of reasonable alternative@ncluding the no action alternative) to the
proposed action whenever alternatives are reasonabbvailable and prudent to consider and a
discussion of how the alternatives would be implenméed: Only the proposed alternative and the no
action alternative were considered. There weretheralternatives that were deemed reasonablyadlajl

nor prudent. Neither the proposed alternativethemo action alternative would have significangatese
14
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environmental or potentially negative consequenthsre are beneficial consequences to acceptaribe of

proposed alternative for range improvements suchcasased human safety, increased handicap
accessibility, and overall increased recreatiopglootunities. The no action alternative would bedt
fund the improvements and the range will continnevith present conditions. Land use would remae th

same. Therefore the proposed alternative is thégmtualternative.

Description and analysis of reasonable alternative@@ncluding the no action alternative) to the
proposed action whenever alternatives are reasonabhvailable and prudent to consider and a
discussion of how the alternatives would be implenméed: Two alternatives have been considered,
(Proposed Alternative) ari8l (No Action Alternative). There were no other afigives that were deemed

reasonably available, nor prudent.

Neither the proposed alternativ&)(nor the no action alternativB)would have significant negative
environmental or potentially negative consequences.

» There are beneficial consequences to Acceptanitee &roposed Alternative(A) enhance human
safety, enhanced opportunities for educationakelssand handicap accessibility.

* TheNo Action Alternative (B) would be not to improve the range and enhance higatety,
enhance educational opportunities, and handicagsaitility but continue with present activities
and facilities. Land use would remain the sameséhreactivities include rifle, pistol, shotgun, and
archery without the proposed improvements to trexatmns. Therefore the proposed alternative is

the prudent alternative.

Describe any Alternatives considered and eliminatetfom Detailed Study:
NONE

List and explain proposed mitigative measures (stydations): NONE

Individuals or groups contributing to, or commenting on, this EA:
Western MT Fish & game Assoc.

MT Fish Wildlife and Park

Missoula City Parks and Recreation Department

Gene Hickman, Ecological Assessments, Helena

15
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PART IV NARRATIVE EVALUATION AND COMMENT

All of the pertinent or potential impacts of thejact have been reviewed, discussed, and analydede

of the project reviewed were complex, controversialocated in an environmentally sensitive afidee
projects being implemented are already on an egjsiinge/altered areas that together with the
insignificant environmental effects of the proposetion, indicates that this should be considenedinal
version of the environmental assessment. There@asggnificant environmental or economic impacts
associated with the proposed alternative. The tefagionship that Western Montana Fish & Game
Association (WMFGA) has with hunter education, yogtoups, local law enforcement all indicate suppor
of the proposed alternative. Montana Fish, Wildéifel Parks should approve the proposed alternfative

the improvements of the range complex of the WMFGA.

EA prepared by: Kurt Cunningham
FWP PO Box 200701
Helena, MT 59620

Date Completed:_August 5, 2008

PART IV. EA CONCLUSION SECTION

Recommendation and justification concerning preparéion of EIS:

None required.

Describe public involvement, if any:

This draft EA will be advertised on FWP’s web stal through a legal ad in tiissoulian newspaper,

announcing the 30-day public comment period. Agretease will also announce the project and corhmen
period.
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